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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

The withdrawn claims have been amended to depend from elected and examined 
claim 1, which has been narrowed by incorporation of the limitations of original claims 2-4. 
Thus, the withdrawn claims are in condition for rejoinder and allowance along with claim 1 
and claims dependent thereon. Applicants reserve the right to file one or more divisional 
applications directed to original Claims 10-18, New Claim 19 is supported by Examples 1-3 
and Figure 1. New Claim 20 is supported at specification page 5, lines 13 and 23, No new 
matter has been entered. 

A new 1449 is attached. The references lined through and objected to were properly 

submitted as they were listed on a provided Intemational Search Report along with 

designations "X," "Y," etc. As noted in the MPEP: 

Where the information listed is not in the English language, but was cited in a 
search report or other action by a foreign patent office in a counterpart foreign 
application, the requirement for a concise explanation of relevance can be 
satisfied by submitting an English-language version of the search report or 
action which indicates the degree of relevance found by the foreign office. 
This may be an explanation of which portion of the reference is particularly 
relevant, to which claims it applies, or merely an "X", "Y", or "A" indication 
on a search report. 

See M.P.E.P. 609.04(a). An initialed and dated copy of the 1449 is requested. 

In view of the above amendment to Claim 1, the only rejection remaining is that for 
obviousness over Kondo in view of EP *221 . However, it is admitted in paragraph 13 of the 
Official Action that Kondo in view of EP '221 is silent as to graphite containing both a boron 
and a phosphorous element. Thus, on this basis alone, the rejection should be withdrawn. 

In addition, the present application shows the significant benefits obtained with a 
shaped expanded graphite article having an oxidation-resistant coating layer comprising both 
a boron element and a phosphorous element. See, for example, specification page 5 which 
explains that contents of both boron and phosphorous outside the presently claimed ranges 
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provide articles that do not have sufficient oxidation resistance. This is shown quite clearly 
in Figure 1 : 
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where Examples 1-3 show the benefits of having both boron and phosphorous within the 
presently claimed ranges as compared with boron alone (Comparative Example 1), 
phosphorus alone (Comparative Example 2) and, importantly, both boron and phosphorous 
but each below the presently claimed contents (Comparative Example 3). Note especially 
the significant differences in rate of oxidation loss in the last column of the above Table, 
where the values for the Comparative Examples widely differ from those obtained for shaped 
expanded graphite articles according to the present invention. 

Because there is nothing in the combination of references suggesting the use of both a 
boron and a phosphorous element, and nothing in the combination of references that would 



6 



Application No. 10/526,350 

Reply to Office Action of July 13, 2007 

predict the benefits noted above with regard to the presently claimed amounts of each 

element, Applicants respectfully submit that the present application is in condition for 

allowance, and early notification to this effect is respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 

OBLON, SPIVAK, McCLELLAND, 
MAIER & NEUSTADT, P.C. 
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Tel: (703)413-3000 
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(OSMMN 08/07) 




Richard L. Treanor 
Attorney of Record 
Registration No. 36,379 
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